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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

In the Matter of:

Application Serial No. 87663949
Published in the Official Gazefte
October 30, 2018

VISA INTERNATIONAL
SERVICE ASSOCIATION, §
§
Opposer, §
§
V. § Opposition No. 91244504
§
§
NANCY S. LYNN ) §
§
Applicant.  §

Commissioner for Trademarks
P.O. Box 1451
Alexandria, VA 22313-1451

APPLICANT’S ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

Applicant, Nancy S. Lynn, by her attorney, hereby submits her Answer to the
Notice of Opposition filed by Visa International Service Association on October 31,
2018, against application for registration of Applicant’s trademark VISA, Serial No.
87663949, filed October 29, 2017, and published in the Official Gazette on October 30,
2018, as follows:

1. In response to Paragraph 1 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant is
without knowledge of information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the

allegations contained therein and, accordingly, denies each and every such allegation.
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2. In response to Paragraph 2 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant admits
that Opposer is the record owner of U.S. Registration No. 2515989, as currently reflected
in the TESS database. Applicant is without knowledge of information sufficient to form a
belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 2 of the Notice
of Opposition and, accordingly, denies each and every such allegation.

3 In response to Paragraph 3 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant is
without knowledge of information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained therein and, accordingly, denies each and every such allegation.

4. In response to Paragraph 4 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant is
without knowledge of information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained therein and, accordingly, denies each and every such allegation.

5. In response to Paragraph 5 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant is
without knowledge of information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained therein and, accordingly, denies each and every such allegation.

6. In response to Paragraph 6 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant is
without knowledge of information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained therein and, accordingly, denies each and every such allegation.

7. In response to Paragraph 7 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant admits
that she filed an intent-to-use application bearing Serial No. 87663949 to register her
VISA mark for "business education and training services, namely, developing customized
leadership and executive development programs, providing executive coaching services,
and providing business education programs to employees and executives” in International

Class 41.
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8. In response to Paragraph 8 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant admits
that Opposer’s use of the mark designated as U.S. Registration No. 2515989, as currently
reflected in the TESS database, began before Applicant’s VISA mark. Applicant is
without knowledge of information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 8 of the Notice of Opposition and,
accordingly, denies each and every such allegation.

.2 In response to Paragraph 9 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant is
without knowledge of information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained therein and, accordingly, denies each and every such allegation.

10.  In response to Paragraph 10 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant denies
that her VISA mark so resembles Opposer's VISA Marks as to be likely, when
applied to the goods set forth in Applicant's application, to cause confusion, mistake or
deception.

11. In response to Paragraph 11 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant denies
that her VISA mark is likely to cause dilution of the distinctive quality of Opposer's
VISA Marks.

12.  Inresponse to Paragraph 12 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant states
that prior to engaging her undersigned attorney in July 2018, she received many email
solicitations from attorneys offering to assist her with responding to the USPTO’s Office
Action issued on February 15, 2018. After opening many, she began deleting unread
emails from lawyers. It is possible that an alleged May 15, 2018, letter from Opposer’s

counsel fell into that routine. Otherwise, Applicant is without knowledge of information
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sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein and,
accordingly, denies each and every such allegation.

13.  Inresponse to Paragraph 13 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant states
that prior to engaging her undersigned attorney in July 2018, she received many email
solicitations from attorneys offering to assist her with responding to the USPTO’s Office
Action issued on February 15, 2018. After opening many, she began deleting unread
emails from lawyers. It is possible that an alleged June 5, 2018, letter from Opposer’s
counsel fell into that routine. Otherwise, Applicant is without knowledge of information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein and,
accordingly, denies each and every such allegation.

14.  Inresponse to Paragraph 14 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant states
that prior to engaging her undersigned attorney in July 2018, she received many email
solicitations from attorneys offering to assist her with responding to the USPTO’s Office
Action issued on February 15, 2018. After opening many, she began deleting unread
emails from lawyers. It is possible that an alleged June 14, 2018, letter from Opposer’s
counsel fell into that routine. Otherwise, Applicant is without knowledge of information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein and,
accordingly, denies each and every such allegation.

15.  Inresponse to Paragraph 15 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant admits
that her undersigned counsel received a letter from Opposer’s counsel on September 13,
2018. Applicant specifically denies that her undersigned counsel did not respond.
Applicant’s counsel responded to Opposer’s counsel on Tuesday, September 18, 2018, at

10:58 am Central Time via email response. Attached to the email response was
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